
U
N

IT
E

D
S

T
A

T
E

S
E

N
V

IR
O

N
M

E
N

T
A

L
P

R
O

T
E

C
T

IO
N

A
G

E
N

C
Y

R
E

G
IO

N
IX

75
H

aw
thorne

S
treet

S
an

F
rancisco,

C
A

94105-3901

APR
01

2016
D

avid
V

.
U

beruaga
S

uperintendent
G

rand
C

anyon
N

ational
Park

N
ational

P
ark

Service
P.O

.
B

ox
129

G
rand

C
anyon,

A
Z

86023

S
ubject:

D
raft

E
nvironm

ental
Im

pact
S

tatem
ent

for
the

B
aekcountry

M
anagem

ent
Plan,

G
rand

C
anyon

N
ational

P
ark

(C
E

Q
#

20150343)

D
ear

M
r.

U
heruaga:

T
he

U
.S

.
E

nvirom
nental

P
ro

tectio
n

A
gency

has
review

ed
the

above-referenced
docum

ent
p
u
rsu

an
t

to
the

N
ational

E
n
v
iro

n
m

en
tal

P
olic’:

A
ct.

C
ouncil

on
E

nvironm
ental

Q
uality

regulations
(40

(‘F
R

P
arts

1500-1508).
and

our
N

E
P

A
rev

iew
authority

under
S

ection
309

o
fthe

C
lean

A
ir

A
ct.

T
he

p
ro

p
o
sed

B
aekcountry

M
anagem

ent
Plan

isan
update

to
the

1988
P

lan
and

proposes
use

levels
that

m
anage

backpacking.
canvoneering,

clim
bing,

and
other

recreation
in

G
rand

C
anyon

N
ational

Park.
B

ased
on

our
rev

iew
o

f
the

D
rail

E
IS

,
w

e
have

rated
the

P
referred

A
lternative

as
L

ack
0

/O
h
/e

d
/e

n
s

(10)
(See

attached
“Sum

m
ary

of
E

P
A

R
ating

D
efinitions”).

T
he

D
raft

E
IS

states
that

the
undesirable

im
pacts

o
f

hum
ans

in
the

backcountry,
(e.g.

chem
ical

and
bacterial

contam
ination

from
lotions

and
sprays

w
hile

bathing.
hum

an
w

aste
disposal)

w
ill

be
m

itigated
through

education
and

prom
otion

o
f

Leave—
N

o—
Trace

principles.
E

P
A

agrees
that

ed
u
catio

n
about

sustainable
and

lo
w

im
pact

recreatio
n

al
p

ractices
should

help
to

ensure
that

G
rand

C
anyon’s

m
ost

sensitlve
reso

u
rces

are
protected.

T
o

aid
decision

m
akers

and
the

public
in

identifying
the

m
ost

effective
ap

p
ro

ach
es

to
such

e
d

u
c
a
tio

n
.

w
e

suggest
that

the
Park

S
ervice

include
in

the
F

inal
hIS

further
d
escrip

tio
n

o
f

the
educational

m
aterial

to
be

used
or

developed.
the

target
audience(s).

and
the

dissem
ination

m
ethods

that
w

ould
be

em
ployed.

T
he

E
P

A
ack

n
o
w

led
g
es

N
P

S
’s

d
iscu

ssio
n

o
f

projected
clim

ate
change

im
pacts

on
the

B
ack

C
ountry

ivlanagem
ent

P
lan’s

affected
environm

ent,
and

its
co

n
sid

eratio
n

o
f

clim
ate

change
in

ev
alu

atin
g

reso
u
rce

co
n
d
itio

n
s

to
guide

adaptive
m

an
ag

em
en

t
actions.

T
he

adaptive
m

anagem
ent

ap
p
ro

ach
o

u
tlin

ed
in

the
D

raft
E

IS
p
ro

v
id

es
strategies

of
science.

m
itigation,

adaptation.
and

co
m

m
u

n
icatio

n
that

should
enable

G
rand

C
ans

on
N

ational
P

ark
to

address
clim

ate
change

th
ro

u
g
h
o
u
t

im
plem

entation
of

this
backcountry

m
an

ag
em

en
t

plan
for

the
next

tw
enty

years.



E
PA

appreciates
the

opportunity
to

review
this

D
raft

E
IS.

W
hen

the
F

inal
E

IS
is

released
for

public
review

,
please

send
one

hard
copy

and
one

electronic
copy

to
the

address
above

(specify
M

ail
C

ode
E

N
F

-4-2)
atthe

sam
e

tim
e

it
is

officially
filed

w
ith

our
W

ashington,
D

.C
.

O
ffice.

If
you

have
any

questions,
please

contact
m

e
at

415-972-3521,
or

contact
Stephanie

G
ordon.

the
lead

review
er

for
this

project.
at415-972-3098.

K
athleen

M
artyn

G
oforth,

M
anager

E
nvironm

ental
R

eview
S

ection

E
nclosure:

S
um

m
ary

of
E

P
A

R
ating

D
efinitions

C
c:

R
achel

B
ennett.

N
PS

P
roject

M
anager
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S
U

M
M

A
R

Y
O

F
E

P
A

R
A

T
IN

G
D

E
F

IN
IT

IO
N

S
*

T
his

rating
system

w
as

developed
as

a
m

eans
to

sum
m

arize
the

U
.S.

E
nvironm

ental
P

rotection
A

gency’s
(E

PA
)

level
ofconcern

w
ith

a
proposed

action.
T

he
ratings

are
a

com
bination

of
alphabetical

categories
for

evaluation
of

the
environm

ental
im

pacts
of

the
proposal

and
num

erical
categories

for
evaluation

of
the

adequacy
o

fthe
E

nvironm
ental

Im
pact

S
tatem

ent
(E

IS
).

E
N

V
IR

O
N

M
E

N
T

A
L

IM
P

A
C

T
O

F
T

H
E

A
C

T
IO

N

“L
O

”
(L

ack
o

f
O

bjections,)
T

he
E

PA
review

has
not

identified
any

potential
environm

ental
im

pacts
requiring

substantive
changes

to
the

proposal.
T

he
review

m
ay

have
disclosed

opportunities
for

application
of

m
itigation

m
easures

that
could

be
accom

plished
w

ith
no

m
ore

than
m

inor
changes

to
the

proposal.

“E
C

”
(E

nvironm
ental

C
oncerns,)

T
he

E
PA

review
has

identified
environm

ental
im

pacts
that

should
be

avoided
in

order
to

hilly
protect

the
environm

ent.
C

orrective
m

easures
m

ay
require

changes
to

the
preferred

alternative
or

application
of

m
itigation

m
easures

that
can

reduce
the

environm
ental

im
pact.

E
PA

w
ould

like
to

w
ork

w
ith

the
lead

agency
to

reduce
these

im
pacts.

“E
O

”
(E

n
v
iro

n
,,ie

n
ta

l
O

bjections,)
T

he
E

PA
review

has
identified

significant
environm

ental
im

pacts
that

should
be

avoided
in

order
to

provide
adequate

protection
for

the
environm

ent.
C

orrective
m

easures
m

ay
require

substantial
changes

to
the

preferred
alternative

or
consideration

of
som

e
other

project
alternative

(including
the

no
action

alternative
or

a
new

alternative).
E

PA
intends

to
w

ork
w

ith
the

lead
agency

to
reduce

these
im

pacts.

“E
U

”
(E

n
v
iro

n
n
ieiitallj’

U
n
sati.sfacto

ry
,

T
he

E
PA

review
has

identified
adverse

environm
ental

im
pacts

that
are

of
sufficient

m
agnitude

that
they

are
unsatisfactory

from
the

standpoint
of

public
health

or
w

elfare
or

environm
ental

quality.
E

PA
intends

to
w

ork
w

ith
the

lead
agency

to
reduce

these
im

pacts.
If

the
potentially

unsatisfactory
im

pacts
are

not
corrected

at
the

final
E

IS
stage.

this
proposal

w
ill

be
recom

m
ended

for
refelT

al
to

the
C

ouncil
on

E
nvironm

ental
Q

uality
(C

E
Q

).

A
D

E
Q

U
A

C
Y

O
F

T
H

E
IM

P
A

C
T

S
T

A
T

E
M

E
N

T

“categ
o
ry

i”
(A

dequate,)
E

PA
believes

the
draft

E
IS

adequately
sets

forth
the

environm
ental

im
pact(s)

of
the

preferred
alternative

and
those

of
the

alternatives
reasonably

available
to

the
project

or
action.

N
o

further
analysis

or
data

collection
is

necessary,
but

the
review

er
m

ay
suggest

the
addition

o
f

clari1
in

g
language

or
inform

ation.

“C
ategory

2
”

(IiisuJflcient
Infornuition)

T
he

draft
E

IS
does

not
contain

sufficient
inform

ation
for

E
PA

to
fully

assess
environm

ental
im

pacts
that

should
be

avoided
in

order
to

fully
protect

the
environm

ent,
or

the
E

PA
review

er
has

identified
new

reasonably
available

alternatives
that

are
w

ithin
the

spectrum
of

alternatives
analysed

in
the

draft
E

IS,
w

hich
could

reduce
the

environm
ental

im
pacts

of
the

action.
T

he
identified

additional
inform

ation,
data,

analyses,
or

discussion
should

be
included

in
the

final
E

IS.

“C
ateg

o
ry

3
”

(In
ad

eq
u
ate)

E
PA

does
not

believe
that

the
draft

E
IS

adequately
assesses

potentially
significant

environm
ental

im
pacts

of
the

action,
or

the
E

PA
review

er
has

identified
new

,
reasonably

available
alternatives

that
are

outside
of

the
spectrum

of
alternatives

analysed
in

the
draft

E
IS,

w
hich

should
be

analysed
in

order
to

reduce
the

potentially
significant

environm
ental

im
pacts.

E
PA

believes
that

the
identified

additional
infornation,

data,
analyses,

or
discussions

are
of

such
a

m
agnitude

that
they

should
have

full
public

review
at

a
draft

stage.
E

PA
does

not
believe

that
the

draft
E

IS
is

adequate
for

the
purposes

of
the

N
E

P
A

and/or
Section

309
review

,
and

thus
should

be
form

ally
revised

and
m

ade
available

for
public

com
m

ent
in

a
supplem

ental
or

revised
draft

E
IS.

O
n

the
basis

o
f

the
potential

significant
im

pacts
involved,

this
proposal

could
be

a
candidate

for
referral

to
the

C
E

Q
.

*Frolyi
E

PA
M

anual
1640.

Policy
and

P
rocedures

for
the

R
eview

o
f

F
ederal

A
ctions

lm
p
actin

the
E

nvironm
ent


